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Cedar City
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APRIL 6. 2022 Paul Bittmenn
5:30 P.M.

The City Council meeting will be held in the Council Chambers at the City Office, 10 North
Main Street. The agenda will consist of the following items:

L Call to Order

II. Agenda Order Approval

III.  Administration Agenda
Mayor and Council Business

o Staff Comments
o Southwest Education Academy Art Exhibit. Steve Decker

IV. Public Agenda
e Public Comments

Business Agenda

Staff
1. Consider entering a subcontractor agreement with the Cedar City Housing Authority. Paul
Bittmenn

2. Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Second Public Hearing

3. Consider a resolution for the Municipal Wastewater Planning Program Annual Report. Eric
Bonzo

4. Consider an amendment to the Little League Fields cell tower lease. Paul Bittmenn

5. Consider a memorandum of understanding with Iron County dealing with lift station
upgrade fees. Paul Bittmenn

6. Consider bids for the Fire Training Center upgrade. Mike Phillips

7. Consider a resolution adopting a voluntary water restriction schedule. Robbie Mitchell

8. Consider an ordinance amending Chapter 38 of the City’s ordinances concerning retention
basins. Jonathan Stathis

9. Consider a memorandum of understanding with Holt Farms LLC exploring the possibility
of trading effluent water for groundwater from the Escalante Valley. Tyler Romeril

10. Consider appointment of Mark Mumford to the Board of Adjustments. Mayor Green

Public

11. Consider vicinity plan for Mountainview Industrial Park Subdivision Phases 1 and 2 located
at approximately 2600 West 850 North. Go Civil/Don Boudreau

12. Consider approving the final plat of 4-B Ranch Subdivision Phase 3 located in the vicinity
of 4450 West 1525 South. Go Civil/Tyler Romeril

Administration Airport Building and Zoning Economic Development City Engineer Parks & Recreation Public Works
586-2953 867-9408 865-4519 586-2770 586-2963 865-9223 586-2912



13. Consider approving the final plat of Cedar Reserve PUD Unit C Townhomes located in the
vicinity of 1600 North Lund Highway. Platt & Platt/Tyler Romeril

14. Consider approving the final plat of Trailside Townhomes PUD Phase 2 located in the
vicinity of 25 East 1000 South. Platt & Platt/Tyler Romeril

15. Consider vicinity plan for Sugar Plum Subdivision located at approximately 3900 West and
800 North. Platt & Platt/Don Boudreau

%%mm

Rernon Savage, MMC
Cedar City Recorder

Dated this 4™ day of April, 2022.

CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY:

The undersigned duly appointed and acting recorder for the municipality of Cedar City, Utah, hereby
certifies that a copy of the foregoing Notice of Agenda was delivered to the Daily News, and each
member of the governing body this 4™ day of April, 2022.

Renon Savage, MMC
Cedar City Recorder

Cedar City Corporation does not discriminate on the basis of race, color, national origin, sex, religion,
age or disability in employment or the provision of services.

If you are planning to attend this public meeting and, due to a disability, need assistance in accessing,
understanding or participating in the meeting, please notify the City not later than the day before the
meeting and we will try to provide whatever assistance may be required.



CEDAR CITY COUNCIL

AGENDA ITEMS -
DECISION PAPER
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: City Manager
DATE: April 4, 2022
SUBJECT: Community Development Block Grant subcontractor agreement

and second public hearing

Some months ago, the City Council hosted a public hearing for the Community Development
Block Grant (CDBG). That public hearing was a preliminary step in the CDBG process since
that time the Five County Association of Governments has reviewed multiple applications for
CDBG funding. There were three applications submitted from not-for-profit groups with
operations in Cedar City. The application from the Cedar City Housing Authority was selected to
move ahead. The next step in the CDBG process is for the City Council to host another public
hearing and enter into a subcontractor agreement.

CDBG funds start with the Federal Government and are passed to the State. The State has to pass
those funds to a unit of local government such as a city. The purpose of the subcontractor
agreement is to document our relationship with the Cedar City Housing Authority. According to
the agreement Cedar City will receive the funds from the State and pass the funds on to the
Cedar City Housing Authority. The Cedar City Housing Authority will spend the funds in
accordance with all grant requirements, be responsible for reporting the spending and
compliance to the State of Utah and hold Cedar City harmless for its actions relating to the grant.
Attached is a copy of the subcontractor agreement.

A second public hearing is also required.

Please consider approving the subcontractor agreement and hold the public hearing. If you need
any additional information or have questions, please give me a call.



SUBCONTRACTOR’S AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT entered into this ___ day of . 20__, by and between
, a body politic of the state of Utah, hereinafter referred to as
“Contractor,” and , @ local governmental organization
organized under the laws of the state of Utah, hereinafter referred to as "Subcontractor.”

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Confractor will enter into a Contract Agreement with the Utah
Department of Workforce Services, Housing and Community Development Division,
hereinafter referred to as the "Community Development Block Grant Agreement” and

WHEREAS, Contractor desires to subcontract with Subcontractor to provide said
project as outlined in Attachment D, Scope of Work, and

WHEREAS, the Subcontractor desires to perform the project for Contractor as
oullined in the Scope of Work, upon the following terms and conditions,

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mulual covenants and promises
contained hereafter, the parties hereto agree as follows:

9. Subcontractor agrees to abide by all of the terms and conditions and perform all
of the responsibilities and obligations of the Community Development Block Grant
Agreement. A copy of said Block Grant Agreement, which is incorporated herein and by
this reference made a part hereof, shali be made available to Subcontractor upon
written request. )

2. Conlractor hereby agrees to pay to Subcontractor such funds as it may receive,
and shall make availablz all rights, privleges and responsibilities Contractor may have
under the Block Grant Agreement, subject to Subcontractor’s full performance of the
terms and conditions hereof.

3. Subcontractor shali provide the services set forth in the scope of work, and in
doing so shall, in addition to the requirements of Paragraph 1 above, perform according
to the provisions of the attached Standard Terms and Conditions, any additional terms
and conditions; and other, performance reguirements established by Contractor, if any.
A copy of each attachment is attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof.

4. Subcontractor acknowledges that Contractor, as a condition of receiving a block
grant under the Community Development Block Grant Agreement, has agreed to hold
the State of Utah harmless from such claims, damages, loss or injury as the state may
suffer in the event Contractor fails to comply with the terms of the Block Grant
Agreement. Recognizing that default by Subcontractor in performance of the terms and
conditions of this Agreement may result in default by Contractor in its obligations to
State of Utah under the Block Grant Agreement. Subcontractor hereby agrees to hold
Contractor harmless from any and all such daims. damages, loss, or injury as

Ch. 1Pg. 2




Contractor may suffer as a result of Subcontractor's failure to comply with the terms and
conditions of this Agreement.

WHEREFORE, the parties have signed this Contract the day and year first above
written,

CONTRACTOR

By:

Printed Name

Title:
WITNESS:
By:
Printed Name:
Title:
SUBCONTRACTOR
By:
Printed Name:
Title:
WITNESS:
By:

Printed Name:

Title:

Public Hearing Statement — READ DURING THE HEARING

Ch. 1 Pg. 3
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CEDAR CITY RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CEDAR CITY COUNCIL RELATED TO THE CEDAR CITY
REGIONAL WASTEWATER TREATMENT FACILITY PLANNING PROGRAM.

WHEREAS, Cedar City owns and operates the Cedar City Regional Wastewater
Treatment Facility; and

WHEREAS, Cedar City operates its wastewater treatment facility pursuant to permits
issued by the State of Utah Water Quality Board; and

WHEREAS, as a condition of maintaining its permits through the State of Utah Water
Quality Board, Cedar City is required from time to time to prepare, adopt, and submit a
wastewater planning program report; and

WHEREAS, Cedar City is also required to take actions identified in the report and
necessary to keep its permits through the Water Quality Board.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Cedar City, State of
Utah, that Cedar City has prepared the attached and incorporated municipal wastewater planning
program report, see exhibit #1.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the City Council of Cedar City, State of
Utah, that Cedar City has taken all appropriate actions necessary to maintain effluent
requirements issued by the Division of Water Quality.

This resolution, Cedar City Resolution Number , was passed and approved by
a majority vote of the Cedar City Council on the 13th day of April, 2022.

Council Vote:
Hartley -
Isom -
Phillips -
Melling -
Riddle -



Dated this

[SEAL]
ATTEST:

day of April, 2021.

RENON SAVAGE
RECORDER

GARTH O. GREEN
MAYOR



UTAH DEPARTMENT of
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER
QUALITY

Al

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

SUBMIT BY APRIL 15, 2022

Are you the person responsible for completing this report
for your organization?

® ves
O No



UTAH DEPARTMENT of
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

WATER
QUALITY
A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

This is the current information recorded for your facility:

Facility Name: CEDAR CITY
Contact - First Name: Eric
Contact - Last Name: Bonzo

Contact - Title Wastewater Supt
Contact - Phone: 435-867-9427
Contact - Email: beric@cedarcity.org

Is this information above complete and correct?

® ves



O No

NOTE: This questionnaire has been compiled for your benefii to assist you in evaluating the technical
and financial needs of your wastewater systems. Completion of the collection section meets the annual
reporting requirement for the USMP. If you received financial assistance from the Water Quality Board,
annual submittal of this report is a condition of that assistance. Please answer questions as accurately
as possible to give you the best evaluation of your facility. If you need assistance, please send an email
to wginfodata@utah.gov and we will contact you as soon as possible. You may also visit our Frequently

Asked Questions page.

Powered by Qualtrics 0



Q WATER
QUALITY
A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

Your wastewater system is described as Collection,
Mechanical Treatment & Financial:

Classification: COLLECTION
Grade: |

(if applicable)
Classification: TREATMENT
Grade: ||

s this correct?

WARNING: If you select no, you will no longer have access
to this form upon clicking Save & Continue. DWQ will update
the information and contact you again.

® ves
O No



UTAH DEPARTMENT of
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER
QUALITY

A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

Click on a link below to view a previous year's examples of
sections in the survey:

(Your wastewater system is described as Collection,
Mechanical Treatment & Financial)

MWPP Collection System.pdf

MWPP Discharging_Lagoon.pdf
MWPP Financial Evaluation.pdf
MWPP Mechanical Plant.pdf

MWPP Non-Discharging_Lagoon.pdf

Will multiple people be required to fill out this form?

QO ves



® No

NOTE: This questionnaire has been compiled for your benefit to assist you in evaluating the technical
and financial needs of your wastewater systems. Completion of the collection section meets the annual
reporting requirement for the USMP. If you received financial assistance from the Water Quality Board,
annual submittal of this report is a condition of that assistance. Please answer questions as accurately
as possible to give you the best evaluation of your facility. If you need assistance, please send an email
to wginfodata@utah.gov and we will contact you as soon as possible. You may also visit our Frequently

Asked Questions page.

Powered by Qualtrics &



UTAH DEPARTMENT of
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER
QUALITY

A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

Financial Evaluation Section

Form completed by:

Eric N. Bonzo

Part I: GENERAL QUESTIONS

Yes No

Are sewer revenues maintained in a dedicated . O
purpose enterprise/ district account?



Yes No

Are you collecting 95% or more of your @ O
anticipated sewer revenue?

Are Debt Service Reserve Fund® requirements 8 O
being met?

What was the annual average User Charge'® for 2021?

276.00

Do you have a water and | or sewer customer assistance

program’” (CAP)?

O ves
® No

Part Il: OPERATING REVENUES AND RESERVES

Yes No



Are property taxes or other assessments applied
to the sewer systems ~?

2021 Revenue from these taxes =

Yes

No

2,428,139

Are sewer revenues ~ sufficient to cover
operations & maintenance costs”, and repair &
replacement costs'> (OM&R) at this time?

Are projected sewer revenues sufficient to cover
OM&R costs for the next five years?

Does the sewer system have sufficient staff to
provide proper OM&R?

Has a repair and replacement sinking fund - been
established for the sewer system?

Is the repair & replacement sinking fund sufficient
to meet anticipated needs?

Yes

O

¢ O O ©O




Part Ill: CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS REVENUES AND
RESERVES

Yes No

Are sewer revenues sufficient to cover all costs of @ ®
current capital improvements- projects?

Has a Capital Improvements Reserve Fund” been
established to provide for anticipated capital ® O
improvement projects?

Are projected Capital Improvements Reserve ¢ ®)
Funds sufficient for the next five years?

Are projected Capital Improvements Reserve e O
Funds sufficient for the next ten years?

Are projected Capital Improvements Reserve & o
Funds sufficient for the next twenty years?

Part IV: FISCAL SUSTAINABILITY REVIEW

Yes No
Have you completed a Rate Study' within the last @ O
five years?
Do you charge Impact fees? e O

2021 Impact Fee (if not a flat fee. use averaae of all



- - - x . . = = =y == o= e - -

collected fees) =

171,099

Yo No
Have you completed an Impact Fee Study in
accordance with UCA 11-36a-3 within the last five e O
years?
Do you maintain a Plan of Operations'“? & O
Have you updated your Capital Facility Plan-
within the last five years?

Yes No
Do you use an Asset Management' system for . O

your sewer systems?

Describe the Asset Management System (check all that
apply)



B spreadsheet
®cis
B Accounting Software

B specialized Software

O other
Yes No
Do you know the total replacement cost of your a O
sewer system capital assets?
2021 Replacement Cost =
Best guess Estimate 310,000,000
Yes No
Do you fund sewer system capital improvements
annually with sewer revenues at 2% or more of & O

the total replacement cost?




What is the sewer/treatment system annual

asset renewal cost as a percentage of its total
replacement cost?

Yes

NO

What is the sewer/treatment system annual asset renewal
cost as a percentage of its total replacement cost?

U5

Part V: PROJECTED CAPITAL INVESTMENT COSTS

Cost of projected capital improvements

Cost

Please enter a valid
numerical value

Purpose of Improvements

Replace/Restore

New InCreased
Technology Capse

2022

2022 thru 2026

2027 thru 2031

2032 thru 2036

2037 thru 2041

500,000

500,000

500,000

1,500,000

500,000

O O
O L&
O W
O O
O O



This is the end of the Financial questions

To the best of my knowledge, the Financial section is
completed and accurate.

B ves

)
1
F

NOTE: This questionnaire has been compiled for your benefit to assist you in evaluating the technical
and financial needs of your wastewater systems. Completion of the collection section meets the annual
reporting requirement for the USMP. If you received financial assistance from the Water Quality Board,
annual submitial of this report is a condition of that assistance. Please answer questions as accurately
as possible to give you the best evaluation of your facility. If you need assistance, please send an email
to wginfodata@utah.gov and we will contact you as soon as possible. You may also visit our Erequently

Asked Questions page.

Powered by Qualtrics &



AL G
Q WATER

QUALITY
A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

Collections System Section

Form completed by:

May Receive Continuing Education /units (CEUs)

Eric N. Bonzo

Part I: SYSTEM DESCRIPTION

What is the largest diameter pipe in the collection system
(diameter in inches) ?



36

What is the average depth of the collection system (in
feet)?

10

What is the total length of sewer pipe in the system (length
in miles) ?

205

How many lift/ pump stations are in the collection system?




What is the largest capacity lift/ pump station in the
collection system (design capacity in gallons per minute) ?

490

Do seasonal daily peak flows exceed the average peak
daily flow by 100 percent or more?

O ves
@® No

What year was your collection system first constructed
(approximately) ?

1945

In what year was the largest diameter sewer pipe in the
collection system constructed, replaced or renewed? (if
more than one, cite the oldest)

1996




PART Il: DISCHARGES

How many days last year was there a sewage bypass,
overflow or basement flooding in the system due to rain or
snowmelt?

How many days last year was there a sewage bypass,
overflow or basement flooding due to equipment failure
(except plugged laterals) ?

The Utah Sewer Management Program defines two classes
of sanitary sewer overflows (SSOs):

Class 1- a Significant SSO means a SSO or backup that is
not caused by a private lateral obstruction or problem



that:
(a) affects more than five private structures;
(b) affects one or more public, commercial or industrial
structure(s);
(c) may result in a public health risk to the general
public;
(d) has a spill volume that exceeds 5,000 gallons,
excluding those in single private structures; or
(e) discharges to Waters of the state.

Class 2 - a Non-Significant SSO means a SSO or backup
that is not caused by a private lateral obstruction or
problem that does not meet the Class 1 SSO criteria.

Below include the number of SSOs that occurred in year:
2021

Number
Number of Class 1 SSOs in Calendar year 0
Number of Class 2 SSOs in Calendar year 0

Please indicate what caused the SSO(s) in the previous
question.



N/A

Please specify whether the SSOs were caused by contract
or tributary community, etc.

N/A

Part Ill: NEW DEVELOPMENT



Did an industry or other development enter the community
or expand production in the past two years, such that flow
or wastewater loadings to the sewerage system

increased by 10% or more?

O ves
® No

Are new developments (industrial, commercial, or
residential) anticipated in the next 2 - 3 years that will
increase flow or BODbS loadings to the sewerage system by
25% or more?

O Yes
® No

Number of new commercial/industrial connections in the
last year

15

Number of new residential sewer connections added in the



last year

347

Equivalent residential connections’ served

8264

Part IV: OPERATOR CERTIFICATION

How many collection system operators do you employ?

5.b

Approximate population served

39,500




State of Utah Administrative Rules requires all public
system operators considered to be in Direct Responsible
Charge (DRC) to be appropriately certified at least at the

Facility's Grade.

List the designated Chief Operator/DRC for the Collection

System below:

Name Grade Email
First and Last Name Please enter full email address
chef Randy Clove vV v crandy@cedarcit
Operator/DRC Y Y

List all other Collection System operators with DRC
responsibilities in the field, by certification grade, separate

names by commas:

Name

separate by comma

s1s!” Grade I:

e




Collection Grade I:

Collection Grade Il:

Collection Grade I

Collection Grade IV:

Name

seporote by comma

Lawrence Rember, Eric N Bonzo

List all other Collection System operators by certification
grade, separate names by commas:

Name

separate by comma

s1S' Grade I:

Collection Grade |

Derek VonHatten




Name

separate by comma

Skyler Rember, Kyson Benson
Collection Grade II:

Collection Grade llI:

Collection Grade IV:

No Current Collection Certification:

Is/are your collection DRC operotor(s) currently certified at
the appropriate grade for this facility ?

® ves
O No

Part V: FACILITY MAINTENANCE

Yes No



Yes

Have you implemented a preventative
maintenance program for your collection &
system?

Have you updated the collection system
operations and maintenance manual within the e
past 5 years?

Do you have a written emergency response plan
for sewer systems?

Do you have a written safety plan for sewer
systems?

Is the entire collections system TV inspected at
least every 5 years?

Is at least 85% of the collections system mapped
in GIS?

Part VI: SSMP EVALUATION

Yes
Has your system completed a Sewer System .
Management Plan (SSMP) ?
Has the SSMP been adopted by the permittee’s &

governing body at a public meeting?

Has the completed SSMP been public noticed? &

No

O

O O O O

No



Yes NO

During the annual assessment of the SSMP, were
any adjustments needed based on the O &
performance of the plan?

Date of Public Notice

09/20/2017

During 2021, was any part of the SSMP audited as part of
the five year audit?

O vYes
® No

Have you completed a System Evaluation and Capacity
Assurance Plan (SECAP) as defined by the Utah Sewer
Management Program?

® ves
O NO



Part VII: NARRATIVE EVALUATION

completed with the system operators.

—_—y
|

i NIS

[

2 ~ ) 12l I
ction should b

w
4)]
O

Describe the physical condition of the sewerage
system: (lift stations, etc. included)

Lift stations are operated and well maintained and in good
working order. The sewer system is in fair to excellent condition.
The older parts are in fair condition with ongoing prioritized
sewer repairs being done annually. The newer parts are in
excellent condition overall. Manholes are put on a prioritized list

AND AN Amnvel Number 0€ mawholes ate rehnadilitaied c\hnvsll‘a-

What sewerage system capital improvements® does the
utility need to implement in the next 10 years?

Continue to replace long runs of old sections of clay sewer pipe
and manholes that are on a prioritized repair list. Slip lining of
several cast iron lines totaling 315 ft.

\What sewerane avetem nrohleme other than nhiaaina



W INA N W WV s \./IU\.I \J, A L | l\.ll e R B L L (S R L l\/luvvlt 'U,

have you had over the last year?

Roots and problem grease accumulation are put on a quarterly,
semi-annual maintenance program.

Is your utility currently preparing or updating its capital
facilities plan??

® s
O No

Does the municipality/ district pay for the continuing
education expenses of operators?

® 100% Covered
O Partially cover
O Does not pay

Is there a written policy regarding continuing education
and trainina for wastewater ooerators?



O vYes
® No

Any additional comments?

None

This is the end of the Collections System quéstions

To the best of my knowledge, the Collections System
section is completed and accurate.

B Yes



UTAH DEPARTMENT of
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER
QUALITY

A

Municipal Wastewater Planning Program (MWPP)
Annual Report
for the year ending 2021
CEDAR CITY

| have reviewed this report and to the best of my
knowledge the information provided in this report is correct.

G Bovy

Has this been adopted by the council? If no, what date will
it be presented to the council?

O Yes
® No



What date will it be presented to the council?

Date format ex. mm/dd/yyyy

04/06/2022

)
)
.

4V
1

4

&

)

-

)

)

)

NOTE: This questionnaire has been compiled for your benefit to assist you in evaluating the technical
and financial needs of your wastewater systems. Completion of the collection section meets the annual
reporting requirement for the USMP. If you received financial assistance from the Water Quality Board,
annual submittal of this report is a condition of that assistance. Please answer questions as accurately
as possible to give you the best evaluation of your facility. If you need assistance, please send an email
to wginfodata@utah.gov and we will contact you as soon as possible. You may also visit our Frequently

Asked Questions page.

Powered by Qualtrics 0



CEDAR CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEMS - D"f

DECISION PAPER
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: City Manager
DATE: April 4, 2022
SUBJECT: Consider a lease modification.

Cedar City has an existing land lease with American Tower for property located next to the Little
League baseball fields. This lease was commenced on March 12, 2019. The initial term of the
lease is 10 years and American Tower can choose to extend the lease for eight additional
five-year periods. In all the lease has the potential to ren for fifty years. The payments for the
lease depend on how many carriers are located on the tower. With one carrier the payments
started at $850.00 per month. The lease payment would increase by $350 per month for the
second and subsequent carriers. The contract also has a yearly increase of 2.5% over the rents
received the year before.

American Tower has asked Cedar City to renegotiate the agreement. They would like to offer
Cedar City a one-time payment of $156,825.00 for a perpetual easement on the City’s property.
Also, they would agree to restore the property once they are done. They are offering to structure
payments of the one-time payment over a number of months to fit the City’s financial needs.
When I asked the cell tower representatives why the City would enter into such a modification
the reply I received was that they may choose to terminate the existing contract and move the
tower somewhere else.

If Cedar City continues with the current lease including the 2.5% annual increase, and no
additional carriers are added in 2034 the yearly payment due will be $160,829.53. Over the life
of the lease without amendment Cedar City can anticipate receiving $1,024,943.70.

Please consider the offer to renegotiate this cell tower lease.



CEDAR CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEMS -5

DECISION PAPER
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: City Manager
DATE: April 4, 2022
SUBJECT: Consider a memorandum of understanding with Iron County

dealing with lift station upgrade fees.

Cedar City owns and operates the wastewater treatment plant. Cedar City also owns and operates
two main transmission lines that carry sewage from town to the wastewater treatment plant.
Cedar City has agreements with Enoch and Iron County structuring their use of the treatment
plant and the transmission lines. This memorandum of understanding has to do with the
agreement with Iron County.

One of the agreements Cedar City has with Iron County is for the use of the City’s 4500 West
transmission line. This agreement includes provisions whereby the City will do the maintenance
of the County’s collection system. In exchange the County would charge its residents a monthly
charge to cover the costs and pay Cedar City for the maintenance of its system. The County
would be responsible for any capital maintenance in excess of $5,000.

Some time ago Cedar City institutes a lift station upgrade fee. This one-time fee was charged to
Cedar City residents that lived in residential areas where a lift station was required. The fee was
intended to build up so that when upgrades to the lift station were necessary the City would have
a funding source from those who benefited from the lift station. The lift station upgrade fee is not
a monthly recurring charge, and wan not intended to be charged to County residents as part of
their agreements with Cedar City.

Tron County never enacted a lift station upgrade fee, but they have been paying one to Cedar City
for a number of years. Between the City’s accounting records and the County’s accounting
records the best number we have is Iron County has paid Cedar City $67,205.30 in lift station
upgrade fees.

The attached memorandum of understanding is intended to document the problem with the lift
station upgrade fees, provide a vehicle by which the City can refund to the County the fees, and
reaffirm our current contracts. As of January 1, 2022, the County no longer remits lift station
upgrade fees to Cedar City.

Please consider adopting this memorandum of understanding so we can refund to Iron County
funds we should not have collected, and we can continue with our long-standing agreements.
Attached is a copy of the memorandum of understanding. If you have question or need additional
information, please call. Thank you.



Memorandum of Understanding

This Memorandum of Understanding is entered into on this 28" day of March. 2022, between
Cedar City Corporation, a Utzh Manicipal Corporation and political subdivision of the State of Utah,
hereinafter referred to as “City™; and Iron County, a political subdivision of the State of Utah, hercinafter
referred to as “Coumy™.

Whereas, City operates a wastewater division of its public works department. The wastewater
division uperates and maintains all wastewaler collection and transmission facilities within Cedar City's
boarders, and the Cedar City Regional Wastewater Treatment Facility; and

Whereas, increasing development pressure within Iron County has increased the number of
residential and commercial uses within the County to the point where individual septic systems were no
longer a viable widely used option to handle wastewater: and E

Whereas, in an effort to cooperate in the economical provision of wastewater collection and
treatment services City and County entered a series of agreements in 2004 to set forth their agreements
for the use of the Cedar City Regional Wastewater Treatment Facility, the 4500 West transmission line,
and the construction and maintenance of a County collection system: and

Whereas, pursuant 1o these 2004 agreements County has paid City to maintain its collection :
system. City has conducted yearly maintenance to the system, but capital items exceeding $5,000 are the
responsibility of County. County has also charged fees related to the collection system at the time of i
building permit; and

Whereas. a one time lift station upgrade fee has been charged by County and remitted to City at
the time of building permit. City collects a similar fee for the express purpose of funding future
expansion or capital expenditures related to the operation of wastewater lift stations; and

Whereas, County is responsible for its own capital maintenance and the purposc of the lift station
upgrade fee is to fund future capital expenditures, City will refund to County collected lift station upgrade
fees and no longer collect these fees when a building permit is issued: and

Whereas, County and City have had adequate time to compare their financial records and both
agree that the amount of lift station upgrade fees collected by County and remitted to City totals
$67.205.30. City desires to pay these fees to County and County desires to receive these fees from City.

Now therefore City and County enter this Memorandum of Understanding.

1. City and County re-affirm their commitments pursuant to the 2004 agrecments relative to
collection and treatment of wastewater. No amendments to these agreements are desired.

2. City and County agree that $67,205.30 is the 1otal amount of the lift station upgrade fees that
have been paid by County to City. City and County agree that $67.205.30 is the total amount
that City needs to pay to County.

3. County will invoice City for the payment of the $67,205.30 the anticipation is that payment
will be made by City as soun as the funds are budgeted and an invoice is received.

Ch.1Pg. 2



4. County will no longer collect and remit the lift station upgrade fee to City at the time of
building permit.

5. The transaction documented by this memorandum of understanding shall settle all conflicts
relative to the collection and payment of lift station upgrade fees.

Dated this 28" day of March, 2022.

Garth O. Green
Mayor

[seal]
Attesl:

Renon Savage
City Recorder

Ch.1Pg. 3



TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

DISCUSSION:

RECCOMENDATION:

CEDAR CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEM __

INFORMATION SHEET

Mayor and City Council
Mike Phillips
04 March 2022

Consider accepting a bid from KLW Customs, LLC for the
training center upgrades.

The Fire Department has been working on upgrading the training
center for three years and has come to the point of adding the
stairs, doors, windows, and a scuttle hatch to the facility. The
project was bid out and three prospective bidders attended the
mandatory walk through of the training facility and only one
submitted a bid for this project. KLW Customs bid is for $80,988
for this portion of the project. There is $89,250 currently available
in this budget line item.

To award the bid to KLW Customs for $80,988.



=)

CEDAR CITY CORPORATION
RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A VOLUNTARY WATER RESTRICTION SCHEDULE

WHEREAS, the State of Utah is facing drought conditions with 96.9% of the state in a
severe drought situation as monitored by the National Drought Mitigation Center, the USDA and
NOAA; and

WHEREAS, Iron County falls within the parameters of the severe drought condition,
posting the driest year to date in 128 years, this year, Iron County also experienced the driest
February over the past 128 years; and

WHEREAS, 81% of the streamflow sites in the State of Utah are below normal and the
water supply as depicted by the U.S. Geological Survey shows Iron County in the “Below
Normal” category for streamflow conditions; and

WHEREAS, due to the extreme high temperature conditions and the strain being put on
culinary water systems, and in an effort to conserve water, many of the surrounding communities
are implementing water restrictions; and

NOW, THEREFORE, in an effort to help conserve water and to allow our water
infrastructure to recharge, Cedar City Corporation is hereby requesting the help of all of our
citizens by the implementation of a voluntary water restriction schedule.

We are asking all those who use culinary water for irrigation, including City facilities, to
abide by these restrictions:
1. even-numbered addresses shall water Monday, Wednesday, and Friday;
2. odd-numbered addresses shall water Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday;
3. there will be no watering on Sunday; and
4. as always, watering will only be allowed before 8:00 AM and after 6:00 PM.

Exemptions to this Resolution would include City facilities, public facilities, and
individuals that utilize secondary water for irrigation purposes. The Cedar City Water
Department may grant an exemption to those that have planted new sod or seed for a two-week
period from the date of planting.

This voluntary restriction schedule will be in place until September 30, 2022, and will be
reevaluated on an ongoing basis throughout the summer. If these voluntary restrictions are not
effective in conserving water and recharging water infrastructure, the City may determine that
these water restrictions will need to be made mandatory.

This resolution, Cedar City Resolution No. , shall take -effect
immediately on the passage. This resolution was made, voted, and passed by the Cedar City
Council at its regular meeting on this day of April, 2022.




Council Vote:
Hartley -
Isom -
Phillips -
Melling -
Riddle -

BY:

GARTH O. GREEN
MAYOR

[CORPORATE SEAL]
ATTEST:

RENON SAVAGE, CITY RECORDER



To:

From:

Council Meeting Date:

Subject:

Discussion:

CEDAR CITY
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM %
STAFF INFORMATION SHEET
Mayor and City Council
Jonathan Stathis
April 6, 2022

Consider amending Chapter 38 of the City’s ordinances
concerning retention basins.

This ordinance revision is being proposed in response to requests
from the public to modify the requirements for drainage retention
basins in new developments.

The proposed changes to the ordinance are as follows:

1. The requirement for a maximum depth of retention ponds is
proposed to be eliminated.

2. The requirement for fencing around the pond is proposed to be
eliminated.

3. A clarification is proposed to be added stating that retention
ponds must be privately owned.

This ordinance revision was presented at the Project Review
meeting on March 17, 2022. A copy of the meeting minutes is
included on the next page.

This item is now being presented to the City Council for
consideration.



CITY ITEMS
1. Ordinance text change regarding Retention Ponds Jonathan Stathis

Jonathan: This is part of the drainage ordinance. Several months ago, City Council passed a
new section for retention ponds. Previously they weren’t allowed. You needed full storage on
the property. Retention ponds are only allowed on privately owned and maintained. Requires
retention basins be a max of 3’ deep and fencing around the retention pond. The proposal is to
remove those requirements and add language that all must be privately owned, maintained and
operated. If private development wants to build the retention pond, they’d be taking on the
liability with how they build it. I discussed this with the City attorney, and he’s comfortable
with the language. From an engineering standpoint, it doesn’t change much, but for liability it
puts it on the private owner of the retention pond. It's more flexibility from a design standpoint
to go deeper with the pond and not require a fence around it. Dallas: If you have the right per
grade, you could dig a deep hole and fence it. removing to still put 8° deep basin and fence it?
Jonathan: Yes, that is an option that removes the requirement to do so. This will go to PC and
City Council for review.



CEDAR CITY ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 38 OF THE ORDINANCE OF CEDAR
CITY, UTAH, AMENDING THE CITY’S DRAINAGE STANDARDS AND
REQUIREMENTS

WHEREAS, Cedar City has adopted Chapter 38 of the ordinance of Cedar City, Utah,
and said provisions contain specific draining standards and requirements; and

WHEREAS, the Cedar City Council desires to update and amend Chapter 38, Section 3
On-Site Drainage Control, of the Cedar City Ordinances; and

WHEREAS, this ordinance amendment eliminates language in Chapter 38 Section 3
which regulated retention basin depths and fencing; and

WHEREAS, this ordinance amendment adds language in Chapter 38 Section 3 to require
detention basin’s to be privately owned; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds that it is in the best interests of the health, safety, and
general welfare of the citizens of Cedar City to amend Chapter 38 Section 3.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of Cedar City, State of
Utah that Chapter 38, Section 3 of the ordinance of Cedar City, Utah, is hereby amended to
include the below underlined red text and exclude all crossed out text:

CHAPTER 38
DRAINAGE

38-1 Storm Drain Utility
38-2 Storm Drainage
38-3  On-site Drainage Control

38-1 STORM DRAIN UTILITY

Section 38-1-1Findings

Section 38-1-2 Purpose

Section 38-1-3 Definitions

Section 38-1-4 Storm Drain Utility
Section 38-1-5Storm Drain Utility Fee
Section 38-1-6Billing

SECTION 38-1-1 FINDINGS



The City Council makes the following findings regarding storm water runoff and the
City’s storm drain and flood control systems:

A.

Historically, the City’s storm drainage system consisted of a network of ditches
that were primarily used for irrigation. Those ditches are no longer allowed to be
used or are being removed as improvements are made by installing curb and
gutter. By eliminating the use of the ditches there is no way for the storm water to
be conveyed.

The City’s existing culverts and remaining ditches do not adequately handle the
storm water runoff generated in the City.

The City’s anticipated growth will place increased demands on the already
inadequate storm drainage system.

The City has constructed significant flood control improvements which need
adequate maintenance in order to remain effective.

Uncontrolled or inadequately controlled storm and flood waters cause erosion and
property damage.

Uncontrolled or inadequately controlled storm and flood waters hinder the City’s
ability to provide emergency services to its residents.

Uncontrolled or inadequately controlled storm water runoff impedes the regular
flow of traffic in the City.

Uncontrolled or inadequately controlled storm and flood waters pose hazards to
the citizens of the community.

Storm water runoff carries concentrations of oil, grease, nutrients, chemicals,
heavy metals, toxic materials and other undesirable materials that may jeopardize
the integrity of ground waters receiving waters including the City’s culinary water

supply.

All developed properties in the City contribute to the need for the storm drainage
system by converting natural ground cover into impervious surfaces.

Al developed properties in the City make use of or benefit from the City’s
operation and maintenance of the storm drain and/or flood control systems.

Inadequate drainage along existing streets due to the lack of adequate storm drain
systems cause the street pavement to deteriorate and fail thus increasing street
maintenance costs.

Absent effective maintenance, operation, regulation and control of existing storm
water drainage and flood control systems in the City constitute a potential hazard



to the health, safety and general welfare of the City, its residents, and its
businesses.

A storm drain utility is the most equitable and efficient method of managing
storm water and providing flood control in the City and ensuring that each
property in the City pays its fair share of the amount that the property contributes
to, benefits from, and otherwise uses the storm drain and flood control systems.

SECTION 38-1-2 PURPOSE

The purpose of this ordinance is to protect the health, safety and welfare of the City and
its inhabitants by improving and maintaining the City’s storm drain and flood control systems,
managing and controlling storm water runoff, protecting property, preventing polluted waters
from entering the City’s water supply and other receiving waters, and establishing a viable and
fair method of financing the improvement, operation and maintenance of the storm drain system.

SECTION 38-1-3 DEFINITIONS

The following bolded words and phrases shall be defined as follows:

A.

Developed Parcel. Any parcel that has been altered from its natural condition by
grading, filling, or the construction of improvements or other impervious surfaces.

Impervious Surface. Any hard surface, other than the natural surface, that
prevents or retards the absorption of water into the soil, or that causes water to run

off the surface in greater quantities or at a greater rate of flow than the natural
surface.

SECTION 38-1-4 STORM DRAIN UTILITY.

A.

Creation. The City Council hereby creates and establishes a storm drain utility.
The storm drain utility shall plan, design, improve, maintain, administer and
operate the City’s storm drain and flood control systems.

Enterprise Fund. The City Council hereby establishes a storm drain utility
enterprise fund to handle all income, expenses and other financial transactions
related to the storm drain utility. All storm drain utility service charges shall be
deposited in the enterprise fund. Money in the storm drain utility enterprise fund
shall be restricted to expenses associated with the storm drain utility. However,
the storm drain utility may pay other City funds for services and expenses directly
attributable to the storm drain utility. The enterprise fund shall be operated
according to State law and City Policy.

Facilities and Assets. The storm drain utility shall operate independently of City
operations funded by the general fund. The storm drain utility shall have the
same relationship to the City as other City utilities, such as the Water utility and



the sanitary sewer (waste water) utility. Upon creation of the utility, all of the
City’s storm drain and flood control facilities and assets (other than streets and
other facilities and assets designated by the Public Works Director) shall be
transferred to the storm drain utility in consideration for the storm drain utility’s
agreement to take primary responsibility for planning, designing, improving,
maintaining, administering and operating the City’s storm drain and flood control
systems.

Operation, Maintenance and Administration. The storm drain utility shall be
operated and maintained under the direction of the City’s Street Department
Superintendent and administered by the City’s Public Works Director.

SECTION 38-1-5 STORM DRAIN UTILITY FEE.

A.

Imposed. Each developed parcel of real property in the City shall be charged a
storm drain fee.

ESU. The fee shall be based on the number of equivalent service units (ESU’s)
contained in the parcel. The City Council finds that the ESU is the most accurate
measurement for determining the amount that each parcel contributes to, benefits
from, and otherwise uses the storm drain utility. The definition of an ESU shall
be established by resolution of the City Council.

Calculation. The City Council will establish a base rate for each ESU. Each

parcel shall pay the base rate multiplied by the number of ESU’s as defined by
resolution of the City Council. The City Council may adopt separate rates for
uses that are not easily handled under the standard rate schedule.

Charge per ESU. The amount charged for each ESU shall be established by
resolution of the City Council.

Exemptions and Credits. The City Council may establish exemptions and
credits to the storm drain utility fee by resolution.

Policies. The Public Works Director may adopt policies, consistent with this
ordinance and any resolutions passed by the City Council, to assist in the
application, administration and the interpretation of this ordinance and any
resolutions related to the storm drain utility.

Appeals. Any person or entity that believes that this ordinance, or any storm
drain utility rate resolution, was interpreted or applied erroneously may appeal to
the Public Works Director (“Director”). The appeal shall be in writing, shall state
any facts supporting the appeal, and shall be made within ten (10) days of the
decision, action, or bill being appealed. The Director may elect to hold a hearing
on the appeal. The Director shall decide the appeal within ten (10) days of when
the appeal is filed. If the person or entity is not satisfied with the Director’s



decision, a further appeal may be made to the City Manager (or his/her designee).
The appeal to the City Manager shall follow the same procedure as the appeal to
the Director. The City Manager’s decision shall be final.

SECTION 38-1-6 BILLING

(A)  The City Council finds that the City’s storm drain system, flood control system, sanitary
sewer system, culinary water system, and solid waste collection system are interrelated services
that are part of a unified City plan to provide for the health, safety and welfare of the City and its
residents in an environmentally responsible manner. Therefore, the storm drain utility fee shall
be included on the City’s regular monthly utility bill for any given property, the storm drain
utility fee shall be charged to the owner of the property. The fee shall be deemed a civil debt
owed to the City by the person or entity paying for the City utility services provide to the
property. All properties shall be charged the fee, regardless of whether or not the owner or
occupant of the property requests the storm drain utility service. Failure to pay any portion of
the utility bill may result in termination of water service in accordance with the City’s
Waterworks Ordinance.

(B)  Ifupon examination of the customer’s bill staff determines that the customer was likely
not receiving a bill for water services staff is authorized to take one of the following actions:

1. If the period of time when the customer was not receiving a bill for this utility
service is longer than two (2) years staff shall bill the customer for two (2) years
of service at the rates applicable during the two (2) years immediately preceding
the bill. Staff is authorized to write off any amount that exceeds the bill for the
preceding two (2) years. If the period of time when the customer was not
receiving a bill is anything shorter than two (2) years staff shall collect the entire
bill.

2 If when the customer is notified they request additional time to pay for up to two
(2) years of services for which they have not received a bill, then staff is
authorized to offer the customer an agreement whereby the customer shall make
monthly payments of the principle. The length of any such agreement shall not
exceed two (2) years. During the course of such an agreement the customer shall
not be charged interest or penalty on the initial principle amount. Interest may be
charged if the customer is late on a payment pursuant to the payment agreement.
The Mayor is hereby authorized to sign any such agreement on behalf of the City.

3 If staff can document that the customer has engaged in intentional fraud or deceit
in order to avoid paying for utility services received, then staff shall not be
allowed to offer the customer the benefit of a two year repayment and shall
proceed with all legal collection efforts to collect the entire amount of un-paid
bills due to the customer’s intentional fraud or deceit.

A. A customer may appeal staff’s decision that the customer engaged in
intentional fraud and/or deceit. The appeal is to the City Manager. A
brief written statement must be submitted by the customer. The City



Manager is required to receive staff’s input prior to making a decision.
The City Manager shall render a decision within ten (10) working days,
and notify the customer in writing. In cases where the City Manager does
not agree with staff’s finding of intentional fraud or deceit, the City
Manager’s authority is limited to allowing the customer to take advantage
of the two (2) year payback provisions contained in this ordinance.

- Staff shall be able to rely on the City’s billing records in order to make a
determination if the customer has been receiving a bill for these services and if the
bill has been sent to the address requested by the property owner.

5 If the staff is not successful in collecting the bill pursuant to this section, nothing
in this section shall be construed to limit, restrict, or prohibit the City from using
its other collection remedies contained in the Cedar City Ordinance including, but
not limited to discontinuing the customer’s water service, or collecting the debt as
a civil debt.

Amended by ordinance No. 1214-11
38-2. STORM DRAINAGE

Section 38-2-1 Definitions

Section 38-2-2Development Improvements
Section 38-2-2a Storm Drains and Channels
Section 38-2-3 Obstruction

Section 38-2-4 Dumping

Section 38-2-5Damage

Section 38-2-6 Violation and Penalty

SECTION 38-2-1 DEFINITIONS.

For the purpose of this Article, the following terms, phrases, words, and their derivations
shall have the meaning given herein.

A. Sump shall mean a formalized structure underground surrounded by drain rock,
that acts as a detention basin to allow the slow release of water into the
surrounding sub-soil. Sumps usually receive storm water runoff from paved areas
such as streets, parking lots, building roofs, etc.

B. Detention Basin shall mean a depression designed with an inlet and outlet that
regulates water flow and allows debris to settle out, that is capable of detaining
storm and flood water until it can be released without causing damage
downstream.

c Storm and Flood Water is defined as precipitation such as rain, snow, hail, or
other natural occurrence.



D. Storm Water Runoff is water that is generated by storm water flows overland.
E. Non-Storm Water Runoff is defined as any runoff other than storm water.

F. Storm Drain shall mean a closed conduit for conducting storm water that has
been collected by inlets or collected by other means.

G. Drain Inlet shall mean a point of entry into a sump, detention basin, or storm
drain system.

H. Catch Basin is a basin combined with a storm drain inlet to trap solids.

L. Debris shall mean any dirt, rock, sand, tree, or other rubbish, litter, etc.

 H Retention Basin shall mean an engineered stormwater pond that is constructed to

capture and retain the design storm on-site and dispose of the water through
infiltration and evaporation.

SECTION 38-2-2 DEVELOPMENT IMPROVEMENTS

When property develops by subdividing the property, improving a dedicated street, or
obtaining a building permit, the developer shall pay for any storm drains, drain inlets or catch
basins that are required for the development. If a master planned storm drain is required to be
extended through a development in order to convey off-site storm water runoff, the property
developer shall pay for the costs to install a 18-inch diameter storm drain or a storm drain sized
to convey the storm water runoff from the developer’s development, whichever is greater.

SECTION 38-2-2a STORM DRAINS AND CHANNELS

Except where otherwise provided in these ordinances, the following shall be the
exclusive method of extending storm drains in Cedar City, Utah, on dedicated streets where such
drainage improvements are not now available and outside of recognized subdivisions.

In the event the property owner requires a storm drain and there is not a storm drain in
front of the property, then for whatever extension is necessary to bring the storm drain (18-inch
minimum diameter) to the furthest developed property line, said property owner shall sign an
agreement with Cedar City providing that he shall be reimbursed for expenses incurred to cover
the actual cost of extending said storm drain. After said agreement is executed and construction
drawings have been submitted and approved by the City Engineer, then the storm drain can be
installed. Thereafter, the installation reimbursement amounts, shall be collected along the
specific pipe line thus installed, and be paid by Cedar City Corporation to the individual that paid
for the extension until that individual has been completely reimbursed without interest for the
money expended for making said extension or for a ten-year period whichever occurs first. In
addition to the cost of extension, said property owner shall pay the impact fee required by



ordinance. Other property owners who thereafter connect to the extended line fronting their
property shall pay for the impact fees and, for the ten-year period indicated above, the
reimbursement amount of one half (1/2) the actual cost of the installation across the front of their
property. This method of reimbursement shall also apply to lines extended and paid for by Cedar

City.

This ordinance shall not be applicable in subdivisions wherein extensions have already
been made at the cost of the developer.

ADOPTED by Cedar City Ordinance No. 0709-14.

SECTION 38-2-3 OBSTRUCTIONS

A.

It is unlawful for any person to obstruct or contribute to the obstruction of the
flow of storm water runoff or non-storm water runoff into any sump, detention
basin, storm drain, curb and gutter, drain inlet, or other associated structural
controls that convey storm water and/or non storm water runoff.

It is unlawful for any person to cause any obstruction that inhibits the normal flow
of storm water and/or non-storm water runoff in any curb and gutter, unless the
obstruction is associated with a street and/or storm drainage improvement project
and is authorized by the Public Works Director or his/her appointee and granted
with the issuance of a permit signed by the Public Works Director or his/her
appointee.

It is unlawful for any person to cover over any drain inlet for any reason or
purpose.

Paragraphs A and B of this section shall not apply during clean-up periods
established by the City, provided the materials are placed according to any
directions from the City and do not obstruct drain inlets.

SECTION 38-2-4 DUMPING

A.

It is unlawful for any person to dump, or allow to be dumped into any sump,
detention basin, storm drain, curb and gutter, drain inlet, or other storm drainage
structure that conveys storm or flood water and/or non-storm water, any type of
debris, petroleum product, chemical, paint, pesticide, herbicide, heavy metal, acid
or base product, solid or liquid waste product, hazardous waste product, and/or
human or animal waste.



B. The restrictions set forth in paragraph A shall not apply to the normal runoff of
non-storm water related to the washing of vehicles displayed for sale on
Automobile Sales Lots, washing of vehicles for charity or fund raising activities
not required to have a business license, or for other domestic home uses; for
example, lawn watering, washing cars, etc.

SECTION 38-2-5 DAMAGE

It is unlawful for any person to cause damage to any storm drain or flood control
improvement.

SECTION 38-2-6 VIOLATION AND PENALTY

A. The violation of any of the provisions of the Article shall be a Class B
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not to exceed One Thousand Dollars
($1,000.00) or a jail term of up to ninety (90) days, or by both such fine and
imprisonment. Each day that a violation occurs shall constitute a separate
offense.

B. If, as a result of the violation of any provision of this Chapter, the City or any
other party suffers damages and is required to make repairs and/or replace any
materials, the cost of repair or replacement shall be borne by the party in
violation, in addition to any criminal fines and/or penalties.

38-3 ON-SITE DRAINAGE CONTROL

Section 38-3-10rdinance Purpose

Section 38-3-2 Definitions

Section 38-3-3 Drainage Impact Fees

Section 38-3-4 Design and Installation Standards
Section 38-3-5Improvement Maintenance
Section 38-3-6Oversized Improvements

Section 38-3-7Review Criteria

SECTION 38-3-1 PURPOSE OF ORDINANCE

The underlying purpose and intent of this Ordinance is to minimize storm water flooding
to the extent possible for frequent storm events. This Ordinance is enacted for the further
purpose of protecting human life and property, minimizing flood damage, protecting water
quality and minimizing the need for public capital facilities for storm water management.



Additionally, this Ordinance will provide a defined alternative to paying Drainage Impact Fees
for commercial and industrial developments.

SECTION 38-3-2 DEFINITIONS
For the purpose of this Ordinance, the following definitions shall apply:

A. CFS Storm water flow rate measured in cubic feet per second.

B. Impact-Fee-Assessed Development Any construction or expansion of a
residential building or structure or other building or structure that is not included
in the definition of an Impact-Fee-Exempt Development; or any change in the use
of land that creates additional demand and need for public facilities.

c Impact-Fee-Exempt Development Any construction or expansion of a
commercial or industrial building where the builder or developer chooses to
install required on-site storm water improvements as defined herein.

D. Miscellaneous Development The Subdivision of any land, the construction of
roads or bridges, and the filling, grading, clearing, excavation or paving of any
site or parcel of land.

E. Drainage Improvements When required, the minimum drainage improvements
installed in a development shall be detention basins, detention basin controlled
outlet structures, detention basin overflow spillways and drainage systems. Other
improvements may be required as determined by the City Engineer. On-site
improvements are defined as improvements on private property; off-site
improvements are defined as improvements on dedicated public rights-of-way.

SECTION 38-3-3 DRAINAGE IMPACT FEES

Drainage impact fees have been established by the Cedar City Council and adopted in the
form of an Ordinance duly approved by said Council. Impact fees shall be paid in the amount
and at the time designated in the impact fee Ordinance. The impact fees are used to install
capital improvements as defined in the City’s drainage capital facilities plan. Under no condition
shall it be interpreted that the payment of impact fees is permission to drain storm water onto
another private property owner. As an alternative to paying established impact fees, a
commercial or industrial development can install on-site improvements as defined by this
Ordinance.

SECTION 38-3-4 IMPROVEMENT DESIGN AND INSTALLATION STANDARDS



A Impact-Fee Assessed Development. Developments assessed drainage impact fees
will not be required to install storm water improvements unless the storm water
from the development flows to an adjoining private property owner; any
development creating such conditions will be required to install necessary
improvements to prevent such flows or obtain appropriate drainage easements.

B. Impact-Fee-Exempt Development. Drainage improvements for impact-fee-
exempt development, or any other development as defined herein requiring
drainage improvements, shall be designed and installed according to the following
minimum standards:

1. A comprehensive drainage control plan and report shall be submitted for
the development by a licensed Professional Engineer. The drainage study
shall provide all necessary data required by this Ordinance and drainage
guidelines found in Section 3 of the Engineering Standards.

2, Detention basins shall be sized to detain a 100-year, 24-hour post
development rainfall event.

3, Detention basin outlet structures shall be designed to restrict flows to a
predevelopment 2-year, 24-hour rainfall event or 0.2 CFS/acre, whichever
is less.

4. Detention basins shall be constructed with emergency overflow spillways
with a post development 100-year rainfall peak capacity.

5 Storm water drainage systems, including pipes, streets and gutters, must

be designed to effectively convey flows to and from the detention basin
for all storm events up to and including the 100-year rainfall event.

6. Flows from detention basin outlet structures and emergency overflow
spillways shall be conveyed directly to a City designated storm drain
system or street right-of-way without impacting other private property.
This standard can be waived if a private property owner gives permission
to receive the flow through a deeded drainage easement.

; All required improvements shall be designed and installed according to
City Engineering Standards.
8. Retention basins shall be an approved method of Impact-Fee-Exempt

development under the following conditions:

a) Retention basins shall be sized to retain at a minimum the 100-year, 24-
hour post-development rainfall event. Retention basin sizing calculations
must be included in a drainage study prepared by a licensed professional
engineer in the state of Utah.

b) Retention basins shall be designed and constructed according to
recommendations from a licensed profession engineer in the state of Utah
specializing in geotechnical engineering. The retention basin design
recommendations must be included in the soils report for the development.



¢) Retention basins will not be allowed in highly susceptible soil or
susceptible soil areas, or in other poor soils areas as recommended by the
geotechnical engineer. Refer to the “Relative Hydrocompaction
Susceptibility” map.

d) The side slopes of retention basins shall not be steeper than 3:1 (H:V).

e) F - it B o Sedeeiy

g) Retention basins with a maximum water depth below the emergency
overflow of 12 inches or less can be landscaped and used as open space
for the development.

h) Retention basins shall be designed to drain out completely within 2 days
(48 hours) from the end of the storm event. This is to be documented with
a certified percolation test of the native sub-grade material and the
material to be placed during construction. The percolation rate must be
documented in the soils report.

i) The emergency overflow shall be designed to pass the full 100-year event
and convey the overflow to a City designated storm drain system or street
right-of-way without impacting other private property.

j) Underground utilities (i.e., water lines, sewer lines, gas lines, power lines,
telecommunication lines, etc.) shall not be allowed through the retention
basin or within 5 feet of the pond side-slopes.

k) All retention ponds must be privately owned. maintained. and operated.

L Miscellaneous Development. Miscellaneous developments shall install off-site or
on-site drainage improvements if required by the City Engineer.

D. Low Impact Development. LID principles reduce the negative impacts associated
with urban development by managing storm water as close to the source as
possible. It is recommended, but not required, that development shall retain the
volume associated with the 80™ percentile storm event using LID practices for
new and redevelopment projects. Refer to Utah DWQ Guide to Low Impact
Development found here: https://deq.utah.gov/water-quality/low-impact-
development

SECTION 38-3-5 IMPROVEMENT MAINTENANCE

All drainage improvements shall be maintained so as to ensure their design capacities and
effectiveness at all times. Drainage improvements installed off-site shall be maintained by the
City. Improvements installed on-site shall be maintained by the property owner.



SECTION 38-3-6 OVERSIZED IMPROVEMENTS

Whenever the City requires improvements sized in excess of the requirements for a
specific development, the City shall reimburse the developer for the actual cost of the increased
size, including materials and installation. This does not include any costs for engineering,
interest, or profit. The reimbursement shall be made upon submission of verified invoices by the
developer to the City.

SECTION 38-3-7 REVIEW CRITERIA

The City Engineer has the authority to set forth storm water management and drainage
criteria so that the intent of the Ordinance is met. All drainage studies and designs for storm
water improvement projects shall be reviewed by the City Engineer to ensure compliance with
this Ordinance and City Engineering Standards.

SEVERABILITY
The sections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, and phrases of this Ordinance are severable.
If any such section, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase shall be declared invalid or
unconstitutional by the valid judgment or decree of a Court of competent jurisdiction, such
invalidity or unconstitutionality shall not impair or otherwise affect any of the remaining
sections, paragraphs, sentences, clauses, or phrases of this Ordinance.

NOW BE IT FURTHER ORDAINED by the City Council of Cedar City, State of Utah
that City staff is authorized to make such non-substantive changes to the format and table of
contents of Chapter 38 as are reasonably necessary to facilitate this amendment.

This ordinance, Cedar City Ordinance No. , shall become effective immediately
upon passage and publication as required by State Law.

Council Vote:
Hartley —
Isom -
Phillips -
Melling -
Riddle -



Dated this day of April, 2022

GARTH O. GREEN
MAYOR

[SEAL]
ATTEST:

RENON SAVAGE, RECORDER
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MEMO
TO: Mayor, City Council
FROM: Tyler Romeril
DATE: March 30, 2022

SUBJECT: MOU with Holt Farms

Mayor & City Council,

Holt Farms is a limited liability company located in Beryl, Utah, which operates farmland
throughout the Escalante Valley. Holt Farms owns various water rights in the Escalante Valley
which legally authorizes Holt Farms, as lessee, to divert groundwater for beneficial use.

As the Mayor and City Council are aware, pursuant to the State of Utah’s Ground Water
Management Plan, Cedar City has an interest in acquiring water from new sources for the
purpose of resting the Quichapa aquifer to improve its ability to stabilize. Cedar City has an
interest in exploring the possibility of leasing water from Holt Farms for the purpose of resting
its wells in the vicinity of Quichapa Lake.

Cedar City owns and operates a Wastewater Treatment Plant that currently produces
approximately 1,580,000,000 gallons of Type 2 effluent annually. Holt Farms has an interest in
obtaining Cedar City’s Type 2 effluent in exchange for the lease of its groundwater.

As negotiated by the Mayor and Holt Farms, the proposed MOU outlines the Parties mutual
interest to work together to determine the financial feasibility of transporting Type 2 effluent
from the Wastewater Treatment Plant to a location designated by the Holt Farms in exchange for
transporting groundwater from Holt Farms to a location designated by Cedar City. Either Party
can unilaterally terminate the MOU at its sole discretion.

Currently the City has a lease with Clark Brothers (dated Dec. 18, 1995) that concerns the use of
effluent water from the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant. The lease contains language in
Article 2-5 that if the lease is not renewed, it automatically reverts to a year-to-year lease. As a
result of neither the City or Clark Brothers renewing this lease, the lease is currently considered
year to year. Article 13-1 outlines the process to terminate the lease. This section states the City
needs to provide written notice to Clark Brothers 30 days prior to the annual payment date of its
intent to terminate. The annual payment date per the lease is December 31 st As long as the City
provides written notice 30-days prior to December 31 we can legally terminate this lease any
year the City wishes to.

Please consider whether to approve the entering of this MOU.



MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
among
HOLT FARMS, LLC, ESCALANTE FARMS, LLC,
and
CEDAR CITY CORPORATION

This is a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) among Holt Farms, LLC, hereinafter referred to
as “Holt Farms”; Escalante Farms, LLC, hereinafter referred to as “Escalante Farms”; and Cedar
City Corporation, a Utah municipal corporation and political subdivision, hereinafter referred to
as “Cedar City”. Collectively Holt Farms and Escalante Farms may be referred to as “Farms”;
Collectively Holt Farms, Escalante Farms, and Cedar City may be referred to as the “Parties”.

WHEREAS, Holt Farms is a limited liability company located in Beryl, Utah, which
operates farmland throughout the Escalante Valley; and

WHEREAS, Escalante Farms owns various water rights in the Escalante Valley which
legally authorizes Holt Farms, as lessee, to divert groundwater for beneficial use; and

WHEREAS, Cedar City is a municipality located in Iron County, Utah; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the State of Utah’s Ground Water Management Plan, Cedar City
has an interest in acquiring water from new sources for the purpose of resting the Quichapa
aquifer to improve its ability to stabilize; and

WHEREAS, Cedar City has an interest in leasing water from Escalante Farms for the
purpose of resting its wells in the vicinity of Quichapa Lake; and

WHEREAS, Cedar City owns and operates a Wastewater Treatment Plant that currently
produces approximately 1,580,000,000 gallons of Type 2 effluent annually; and

WHEREAS, Holt Farms has an interest in obtaining Cedar City’s Type 2 effluent in
exchange for the lease of certain groundwater; and

WHEREAS, Cedar City has an interest in leasing Escalante Farm’s groundwater in
exchange for the lease of its Type 2 effluent; and

WHEREAS, the Parties have a mutual interest to work together to determine the
financial feasibility of transporting Type 2 effluent from the Wastewater Treatment Plant to a
location designated by the Holt Farms in exchange for transporting groundwater from Holt
Farms to a location designated by Cedar City.

NOW THEREFORE, in order to accomplish this mutually beneficial goal Farms and Cedar
City agree to the terms of this MOU as follows:
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PURPOSE & SCOPE

The purpose of this MOU is to clearly identify the roles and responsibilities of the Parties
as they relate to Cedar City’s lease of groundwater from Escalante Farms, and Holt
Farms lease of Type 2 effluent from Cedar City, and to have in writing the expectations
the Parties will have to the other Parties.

FARMS’S RESPONSIBILITIES UNDER THIS MOU

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Farms agrees to act in good faith in negotiating a lease with Cedar City in order to
allow Cedar City to use groundwater from Escalante Farms.

Escalante Farms acknowledges and agrees that the groundwater provided to Cedar
City will be for domestic use and therefore must meet quality standards set by Cedar
City, the State of Utah, and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). Escalante
Farms agrees to allow Cedar City the ability to test the proposed groundwater prior
to entering a lease to ensure the groundwater quality meets all applicable
standards. As such, Cedar City understands that the water provided by Escalante
Farms is from underground wells, and that this water may need to be treated for
domestic use.

Holt Farms agrees to accept as compensation for this lease, Type 2 effluent from
Cedar City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant, which the parties agree for tax purposes
is of equal value as the groundwater in paragraph I11.2) below.

Farms agrees that two pipelines will need to be engineered, purchased and installed.
One pipeline transporting Type 2 effluent to Holt Farms and one pipeline
transporting groundwater to Cedar City.

Holt Farms acknowledges that Cedar City is currently bound by an existing lease on
its Type 2 effluent from the Wastewater Treatment Plant and the timing of entering
a new lease will be subject to terminating the existing lease. Cedar City agrees it will
not terminate that lease in reliance on this nonbinding MOU.

CEDAR CITY’S RESPONSIBILITIES UNDER THIS MOU

1)

2)

3)

Cedar City agrees to act in good faith in negotiating a lease with Holt Farms in order
to allow Holt Farms to use Type 2 effluent from the Wastewater Treatment Plant.
Cedar City agrees to accept as compensation for this lease, groundwater from
Escalante Farms, which the parties agree for tax purposes is of equal value as the
Type 2 effluent in paragraph 11.3) above.

Cedar City acknowledges that two pipelines will need to be engineered, purchased
and installed. One pipeline transporting Type 2 effluent to Holt Farms and one
pipeline transporting groundwater to Cedar City.
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IT IS MUTUALLY UNDERSTOOD AND AGREED BY AND
BETWEEN THE PARTIES THAT:

1)

2)

3)

4)

The Parties will work together in good faith to put together proposals and
applications to obtain State of Utah approval pertaining to all subject matter
outlined in this MOU.

The Parties will act in good faith to ensure the quality of groundwater supplied by
Escalante Farms is substantially similar to the quality of groundwater Cedar City
currently introduces into its water system.

Farms will consider cost sharing of engineering, purchasing, and installing
infrastructure outlined in this MOU.

The Parties acknowledge that Holt Farms will receive Type 2 effluent year-round and
Cedar City will receive groundwater during specific dates to be worked out in the
lease, with possible year-around commercial water

5) The Parties acknowledge that Holt Farms will receive twice as much Type 2 effluent

6)
7)

8)

per year than Cedar City will receive of groundwater with specific acre feet amounts
to be worked out in the lease.

This MOU may be modified upon mutual written, and duly signed, agreement of the
Parties.

It is understood that this MOU is not binding on any party, and that any Party may
unilaterally terminate this MOU at its sole discretion.

All disputes resulting in legal action shall be governed by the laws of the State of
Utah. Jurisdiction shall be vested in the District Courts in and for the State of Utah.
Venue is vested in the 5" Judicial District Court in and for Iron County, State of Utah
or in any other successor district court of competent jurisdiction.
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VL.

EFFECTIVE DATE AND SIGNATURE

All provisions of this MOU, including this Section V, are subject to paragraph IV.7) above.
This MOU shall be in effect upon the signature of Holt Farms, Escalante Farms, and
Cedar City’s authorized officials. It shall be in force until termination of the MOU. Holt
Farms, Escalante Farms, and Cedar City indicate agreement with this MOU by their
signatures.

SIGNATURES AND DATES

Holt Farms, LLC Cedar City Corporation
Date: Date:

(Please sign) (Please sign)

Robert Holt Garth O. Green
Manager Mayor

Escalante Farms, LLC

Date: [SEAL]

ATTEST

(Please sign)

R. Jared Holt Renon Savage
Manager City Recorder
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CEDAR CITY
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM |/
STAFF INFORMATION SHEET
TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Donald Boudreau
DATE: March 17, 2022

SUBJECT: Consideration of a Vicinity Plan for the Mountainview Industrial Park
Subdivision Phases 1 and 2 located at approximately 2600 West 850 North

Discussion

The subject subdivision vicinity plan has been recommended for approval by the Cedar
City Planning Commission. A copy of the Planning Commission’s minutes is attached.
Also attached is a copy of the subdivision’s vicinity plan. As required in the City’s
subdivision ordinance once the Planning Commission recommends a subdivision vicinity
plan for approval, the plan shall then be presented to City Council for your review and
approval, or approval subject to alterations, or disapproval.

General Information

Developer- Bauer Road LLC

Subd. General Location- 2600 West 850 North

Area Land Use/ Zone- Business and Light Manufacturing/ I&M-1

Number of Lots- 12 Industrial Lots



4. Subd. — Vicinity W. 850 N. Bauer
Rd. LLC/GO Civil
(Recommendation) Mountainview Industrial Park
Phase 1 & 2

Jennie recused herself as she is involved in this project. Dallas: This is on 850 N. It’s
zoned I&M 1. Number of parcels done when IFA came through improvements just
doing a vicinity plan. There are 4 lots on the north side (Phase 1) and the south side is 8
lots (Phase 2).

Craig motions for positive recommendation; Ray seconds; all in favor for
unanimous vote.
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CEDAR CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEMS - [Z2-
DECISION PAPER

TO: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Tyler Romeril

DATE: March 30, 2022

SUBJECT: 4-B Ranch Subdivision Phase 3 - Final Plat Approval.
DISCUSSION:

The 4-B Ranch Subdivision Phase 3 development is located in the vicinity of 4450 West 1525
South. The Planning Commission gave this project a positive recommendation to move forward
to the City Council for final plat approval. Since that date, the City has received the title report,
bond agreement, and all fees have been paid. The City has yet to receive the bond but I anticipate
receiving that prior to the action meeting. Per UCA 10-9a-604.5, the Developer is requesting
final plat approval subject to the City receiving the bond. The Developer is aware that the final
plat will not be recorded until the bond and bond agreement are in place.

Please consider approval of the final plat for the 4-B Ranch Subdivision Phase 3.
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CEDAR CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEMS - /| 5

DECISION PAPER
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Tyler Romeril
DATE: March 30, 2022
SUBJECT: Cedar Reserve PUD Unit C Townhomes - Final Plat Approval.
DISCUSSION:

The Cedar Reserve PUD Unit C Townhomes development is located in the vicinity of 1600
North Lund Highway. The Planning Commission gave this project a positive recommendation to
move forward to the City Council for final plat approval. Since that date, the City has received
the title report, bond, bond agreement, and most fees have been paid.

One item that the City Council will need to decide is whether the Developer should pay the
pre-plat penalty fee of $15,000.00. City Staff assessed the penalty per City Ordinance
32-9(1)(M)(1), which states:

No improvement construction shall begin in a platted subdivision, detailed minor
lot subdivision or residential PUD, including clearing and grubbing, before the
Final Plat is approved by the City. After the proposed project has been presented
to the City’s Staff Sketch Review Committee, the subdivider or developer may
apply for a Grading Permit. An approved Grading Permit will allow the
subdivider or developer to do clearing, grubbing, and rough grading work prior to
Final Plat approval. Rough grading is defined as site work that involves the
following:

a. Excavations and fills that are less than 5 feet in height;

b. Excavation, fill, or grading whose combined volume is less than 1,000
cubic yards;

c. Grading work that results in vertical elevations +/- 1 foot of finished
grades for the project; and

d. Ensuring proper dust control, drainage, and erosion control measures are
in place.

Any work done in excess of clearing, grubbing, and rough grading (i.e., utility
installation, subgrade preparation, curb & gutter, asphalt, etc.) will cause the
subdivider or developer to be assessed a pre-plat construction fee as set forth in
the City’s Fee Schedule. Also, if any clearing, grubbing, or rough grading work is
done prior to Final Plat approval without an approved Grading Permit, then the
subdivider or developer will be assessed a pre-plat construction fee as set forth in



the City’s Fee Schedule. If applicable, the pre-plat construction fee will be
collected before Final Plat approval by the City Council.

The Developer began the grading of this development without applying for or receiving an
approved grading permit. For this reason the penalty was assessed. See the attached letter from
Platt & Platt requesting the penalty fee waiver.

Please consider approval of the final plat for the Cedar Reserve PUD Unit C Townhomes.



PLATT & PLATT, INC.

CONSULTING ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS
195 North 100 East, P.O. Box 398
CEDAR CITY, UTAH 84721-0398

Telephone (435)586-6151

Fax (435)586-8567
ROBERT B. PLATT,P.E. & P.LS.
DAVID M. CLARKE, P.LS.
MICHAEL R. PLATT, MS,, P.E.

March 28, 2022
Jonathan Stathis
Cedar City Engineer
10 N. Main Street
Cedar City, UT 84720
RE: Grading permit for Cedar Reserve, Unit C
Dear Jonathan,
Per your email dated March 26, 2022, we are requesting a grading permit and a waiver of the
pre-plat penalty fee for beginning construction early. Technically, we have not begun
construction eatly. Some grading was necessary during the initial phases of the project, and it
was completed at that time. No grading has taken place since.
It was necessary to install sewer and storm drain through this phase of the project during our
initial phases. Because of the tight area of this phase, the contractor chose to complete all of the
mass grading for the whole project during the first phases. This was all done consistent with the
approved construction and grading plans which were prepared for the whole project.

Please consider this our application for a grading permit prior to final plat approval.

Sincerely,

Juith -

David M. Clarke, PLS



FUE S W ot L P G i P wten e S | T R LI

e L TN

N N N

VICINITY MAP
= /

AR

PROPOSED 10-FOOT DRAINAGE

EASEMENT
SEE SHEET 3

FINAL PLAT OF

TRAILSIDE TOWNHOMES P.U.D. PHASE 2
WITHIN THE NW 1/4 OF SECTION 23, T. 36 5., R. 11 W,, SLB&M
CEDAR CITY, IRON COUNTY, UT.

Y1022

/APPROVED)

Parcel Line Table
Line # | Langth | Dwection

u 130 S0°E WL

u 1000 | NOCASTTW

u 1000 | NOCASITW

" % SO

AR AR

]

/ F7 AT A Al v/ el
W A1WEST, S
I - A b 4 7 H |l El Ceoan iy coompwAIS
| : // "/ /| BUILDING 16 / / k— 8 T o
| ' / 4 M
H | I A
j : XY SA, AL, e
| | | SIT 4 MW 1601 e - -
| - Y [;
| | ‘ ]
I i | | &
| _ 0¥
g1 PROJECT ADDRESS 93
| 920 SOUTH 25 EAST % 3 -
9 -
o | - o2
5
i MN— 5%
I U p— v
ll | | ! O S T !ﬂw L - - 5 89 4 ME 14000 2‘“ l!is
P / S ] — 6 A E [ L h
| H G /r E c 8 / ~
| NN N ' 5
el | 2
' E i 2 ’, BUILDING 15
BUILDING 17 [ /] i
| K / A z Lt A /1 K : / P / E i
f r il 3 / // / // / E i ¥
L m— A Z / ) ||nn/ V4 I—-'— T T AW 10 g:
—————————— 14696
e E o |I 3 : TN > Eg
___________ = vel ]
e 0] L $w“’“ o -~ NTER 1/4 CORNER SEC. 23 EIH Eg
T.36 SOUTH, R 11 WEST, SLEEM E : E
. =]
TEMPORARY CUL. DU SAC T i i ks
: [t 5 86
BAVITORY CERTIFCATL -
| KOMT &, PLATY. PROFISSIONAL UTAH LAND SURVEYOR NUMATH | 54659, HOLD A :'a
LICENSE N ACCORDANCE WITH TITLE 58, CHAPTER 22, PROFISHONAL ENGINEERS AND LAND / E H
!Iw'l ACCONDALCE WATH MECTION 17.13.17 AND AERERY CHRTIY 1 “ E
MEASUREMENTS AMD DESCRIPTIONS onum Bt 317 a5 AREA USE TABULATION am | =7 w
NPALRCNTID ON T PAT LFUNTHLR CLRTIY THAT 1S LAY CORNLCTLY AEPRLSENTS [=]
THAT PHASE 3, WHICH 15 DISCRIBED CATEGORY NIt TIODLIRS //) = E
AS FOLLOWS PRIVATE ACHL/ (%) 0.60/28. 7% Holl ﬂ
=" COMMON ACHE/ (%) 149/ 11.0% /\l:ﬁ/l‘ ) "IW 1. PRaifeT :#aﬂum:;’u AS TRAILSIDE P.ULD, PHASE 1. THIS
LEGAL BLICNITION i ACALITN) ) e 3. I POy & Tl Lot
SN A7 THE ONTICAST ORI OF Tt SE4b1/ f ST 21, T 3o TOTAL ACAUDR) 3 08/100% 1 PARCT AMCA 200 ACRS D 8 I COMPLARCE wTw SN Tt
FRET, THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALDNG THE ARC OF A CURVY 10 THE RIGHT WITH A RADRUS S (] L TYPICAL PRIVATE UNIT IRONCT ARE PER THE CHOAR CITY (MGIMETN'S GPS AASE STATION ANO
OF 170,00 FEET A DISTANCE OF 49,12 FEET (THE CHORD OF SAD CLRVE REARS § 09°08°5.2°W. AQUIRED OPEN m NTS) o
AR95 FEET), THENCE S.09°14'"W. 184.32 FITT, THINCE S0 26°1 1741 FEET, THENGE SPACEY bl (0.0 % TOTAL AREA) % GEOTECHNICAL REPORT WAS PURFORMID BY GEM ENGINLRING, S
SIICICW. LTI0FIT, NG NS 260 1741 81, DANCE OV 1w, 200 25 PRGILCT NUNBIR RGLES1 OW DICIMCA G 2013
THINCE W, 173,50 FET TO THE NORTH LINT OF SAID SE1/ANWL/4, THENCE IR S Ak o — 6 THE PROPERTY 1S LOCATED IN FLODD FON €. AREA OF MINIMAL
NISEICIIT, 516 54 HEET ALONG TV 1716 UINE O THE PONT OF BEGIANG ALOWABLE DWELLING PRt 5= 9.00 rmmwmwmmm FLOOD INSURANCE RATE WA, IRON
CONTAINS 2.09 ACAES OF LAND. uniTs" g COUNTY, UTAM (UNINCORPORATE AREAS) COMMUNITY PANEL RUMBER e
‘::" ’"“::‘:::r" ::: "‘ _1- 7 :&‘.’;’.'n‘?.'(.‘.‘..“"“um"‘ P A4 Y SUSCEPTILE SONS U CEOAR (2301 W) apoarss ATHICAT) OF MCORDY
TROOMS 1Ty HYOROC AP
T —_ : - e 8 o {Sse e e
DATH ROBIAT & PUATT LS M50 RECLPAED PAREING ey . 18.00 . mnmnummln 2 DENOTES LOT NUMBER P.ULD. PHASE 2 WAS FILED FOR AECOAD IN MY DFFICE DN THIS THE
SPACES BEDROOW®** 3 AT OF 202 TN
ROVINED PARKING. = = r i ) O1NOTES CLASS 2 STRIET MONUMENT 10 8k SIT b
e, l; m""’m’ .-'A'umd;‘:'.".!'.'u“-'v?' - DEMOTES PROPEATY CORNER TO BE 517 - 5/8° GRS T
TOTA RN S SAACES 1] = l 13 TveicaL uNTs ARt 2TORKS TALL REBAR WITH YELLOW PV CAP STAMPED PLATT 8 1RON COUNTY RECORDER A Mar 14, 2022
- mmn:u':ann;q‘%r:lm“ e s ATOURED 3% £ 2 08 ACKES - 1133 . peotbondihiing e
#+* WASED OFF 1 TYPICAL PARKING SPACE 142 T1orAL-asas k. [ commonama BOOK PAGE,
L 15 N RISPONSIBLE FOR TAASH PICK.UP
LAEL] 16 CCMNS WERE RECORDED WITH TRALSIOL TOWNHOMES 201D, PHASE 1 V2272 muati ENTRY NO. o
L 4TS
BOOGS ortn seac RECOADED AT THE REQUEST OF: PAGE: 10F 3

R
&
B", Ne

CONSULTING

&

195N 100€

CLDAR CITY, UT BaT20
TEL: (435) 586-6151

FAX; (435) S86-8567

IMAIL
FLATT@INFOWEST COM




€40 Z :39vd

P
20 ‘¥1 sy Wve

]
an

i
a s
N

HV.LN ‘ALNNOD NOW! “ALD ¥VO3D
WREIS “M TT 8 S 9F "L 62 NOLLD3S 4O /T MN JHL NIHLIM :
T 3SVHd "Q'N’d SSWOHNMOL 3aISTIvEL
40 1vd T¥NH

=
=
.

WO ISIMOINIB LIV
RECT

L9595 ISEV) X3
ST (SER) L

LIS LN AL WVOT)
3001 W 561
SHOAIAMNS ONVT
L
SHIINIONI A
ONLLINSNOY

NI .__.._.-m
¥
'd

140 L5113 ML 1V GIOW00TY
ON AMIND

m
ovd

WIDHODIN ALNNOD NOWI
SIA4N YD

ceo 0 ava
L S MO A0 A N OWCIIIY WO O 14 SWAR T 3S5Whd 01T d
SIPNOHNAMOL JOISIVML 40 IWhd TWNL SIL IVHL ARLET) ABTEIH

TANIS AN ul.r._nz 40 SAHAL WYWERLNYA B0 TILNYIYIIO ¥ JUNLILSNOD LON 5100 ONY SILON Tl

I SANIWISYS WIHAO HINDIW AVIN WAMWO4 NIVLNDOW AXI0W SININISY] ALNIAN 118N
OWIANINGD $0 150N THL WO A1TW08 IV SIHL SIACHAAY HIMOd HIVINACK ANION

T4 DHL W STLLIVA LA SILULLN JH1 40 WAOWAIY NALUWA WOR JHL LNONIW 111 Th41 40 350 2601
WA ST ALY FOIMAR NOLLVYMASBO WHAO ANY O § 1'd 00 MILIAA D3OV 14 48 STRTILONNLS LN BNVIVA B0 ANY AVIN L1

91190

FOVAYS NONT
MIIWOO TN AL LS ALY

o 40 4v0

—

L L NO WIHD3TH
40 101140 THI W1 OWOITH KOS 07104 OTH IO ABTHIH 51 ONY 1INNC

IAOHY 4 09D AON dIAVAS HVLA 8| QINCISHWAO) B4 AMYLON ¥

ON AW FSNAGK SHINAD 4O 4L LY SINNADTNLS KOS IADI I AVIN ALTHAN #H1 WO TSNAAK] SHINAO LY B UV T11d otk 1L | —SORARMIT NS T804
NI STLLILS TIY SAGWIW O WINMO 107 3L TN AV ALTWIN DA 114 T4 NI IO 18 AVIN L1 NOKIVAIDIA
0N SP0i THONINNLS DHIONTIN SHOLINNLSEO ANY 40 TWAOW IW T8II0N 01 LHOM Jis MY SIATIOVA HONS Ol STV
40 1400 T DR TN L ALILN DNSOIAN W 0 p— RN
ANVISIDIN JE AV S GV LV B ALIIAN VBN 3L NIHLM TV ONY e NS
ONNOND MOTI ONY IACHY ININANDA WIHL JIVNII0 ONY NIV ANIVIS “TTVLSH: OL L i 1AW TGS SIAWN SNOLYIOT JML SIAOUY ASTUH TN WAS0J S1LN1S GaLmN D
WAGHI TIAVT WIiod

O HYAN ‘AINNOI NOWI 40 WIINCIIN ALNNOD ‘SI44I WY |

—

]

TR

IS AT 11 W A0S 98 L
EZ I35 WINWOO W/1 WAIND:

NN

|||..|.lhll nvas nado PO

luva SHOUVOINMAOD VLN HLNOS

ST NOISSININDD AW

AN NOISSIING )

AN T D8NG ANVION
PR 1T

WIIHIHE DLAVAS SIS04MN4

I oy i

TV ANWNIANT

ISR YRS SO S0 30 D LAY VNN

“geot’

40 ava BHL ML NO.

133815 1SV3 SL

AED DL A8 IACNGaY WITH 5VH £ TSWH 01 d SINONNAOL BOTTIVIL 4O 1¥1d VNI
I LVHL ASLWE) ABTWIH DO NOLIVUOMNOD ALD ¥¥01D 40 WOAVW NIUD O Hidwa |

TRVIATIV 10 1V

i) uva

IWACHY WOH TINNOD ALED T 01 GIONINWODTY
WA E SV 01V SENONNMOL BOFSIIVIL 40 4V ALINEIA 11 LYWL ALLBED

ABTEIH OO NOBSINVO) DNINNYJ ALD W 13 311 40 NOSUIAUIVID NOSHVIA MM |
TG GV HOT AN BRINRVT

AINBOLLY ALY

R T ey

va S
v (77774 INTWIDGTIMONIY e

(L — MWD ADWIND NOWWOQ OAVD i WAONSY O ORONEAWODTE ARTHIH 51 ONY SINVIIORO
IV ANV DO WYL 41 O T
SS9 51 I LIV 7L i LD 300D jyhey WY £ DSVHE OTY BIVEL 4O IV AN | LVHL

W LY DIV LS VD Ag MOTIIA LM WYU 1Y uva NN ANOUNED INEOLLY A0 1

WA LIS 8 OL WINGOD AL eOBd S 1LON IO -
IWAONASY LA INBOLLY AL
LIS 18 0L ANIWONOW LIRS £ S510 S1IONIO ] v WIAAOM RIVINNOW ATOON SWINY NOWINDD THL
QIVS NIHAIA SHINAO AL IO 1ML 4O INIWAOINT ONY 350 W) HVINIOND ALD
WIAON L0 SLION IO N VO MVNOS IO ARIHIN SI00 ONY T ISVHI 0 1) d SINORNMOL 1015 UViL
ALIHLN W10 40 NOUVTIVISNI A0 1Y1d SIHL NO NAWOHS S¥ SINBWISYI ALTHLN 21180 ONY ‘SYIUY —_—

xou o suonso (B 1L FLANVVND ONY 2 J5VHd O/ d SINOHNMOL BOSTVIL  NOWWOJ 'SA0Y ALVARI OUN) RBIMI5H0 OF ALNBIORA 41 JOINOUNG 04 ot J0AVO T SIHLIW AR QRLAOV
40 1¥1d TNLL SIM1 NO NMOHS SININISY] QLIVNOISIO THL 0 INVED  NOUNLINI 800§ 41 LWK) UMD AS DM LUV MM SHOAJAMNG THI NI ONY QINIAV) S¥ £ JSVHA O'Nd :gEngB_‘t 9N BIHL YR ASIEND

SO0V (m 180Z) AL AACHAAY SISO LTI TN ORI TR I AW P50 A LW AAONS M1 40 WINAD BH1 ) AMYNINA BOSTIVE L AT 0D ) LD WO Al
Wi TVADRAY SO AL BIVRGIA 10 VI AIeI CHINAD §

A elacmitsrarsni
-
- AL B 0L Y T D ) | et e i o
| | e 3 w
aooe LA |I|I|II!-III|II.—
_!i— vt 1 V4 Ak \ \ " \ \\ \\.
\ \ \\ \ \\ va /1 inaoe = -

R

\ mﬁ oNIaNg

\

DTy MG ON
T

DOON LW v N

_
L

15v3 SZ HLNOS 0Z6
§53¥aay 103rodd

L

|

i &
\>ﬁ ST 5o oM

C37d

I
YT I “” 2005
\\ﬁzaﬁ % \\\w mm \\\\\ 33_9.“\\\\ :
|||r|||\|\|=u\u,\,ﬁﬂ.,uWNm\|\u\|N M|||MM||\|\1|N||_._|=“;..:iil\l:\:\l\n||LT£|_ ‘I.I ﬁ

40 1V1d TVNH4

L L "

M.LISeoN | 0oOL n

Moilseon | 00O n

e B B B HYLN ‘ALNNOD NOHI ‘ALID HVQ3D
S | awy rmn IN'BE1S “M TT 'd “'S 9€ "L “EZ NOILD3S 40 ¥/T MN IJHL NIHLIM
2qey auf jaued Z 3SVYHd '0'N"d SINOHNMOL 30ISTIVHL




Fins Pan L1360 S

FUE S Aeee

FINAL PLAT OF

TRAILSIDE TOWNHOMES P.U.D. PHASE 2

WITHIN THE NW 1/4 OF SECTION 23, T. 36 5., R. 11 W,, SLB&M

CEDAR CITY, IRON COUNTY, UTAH
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NEW PRIVATE 10-FOOT WIDE
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EXISTING PRIVATE 10-FOOT WIDE DRAINAGE EASEMENT
AS PROVIDED ON THE FINAL PLAT OF THE TRAILSIDE
TOWNHOMES P.U.D. PHASE 1
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(2301 W) aooniss

s @B

DENOTES NOCRU BOX

DENOTES LOT NUMBER

DENOTES CLASS 2 STRERT MONUMENT TO BE SET
(ENOTES PROPERTY CORNER 10 B8 SET - /0"
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PLATT INC. L5 164659
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FINAL PLAT OF
TRAILSIDE TOWNHOMES P.U.D. PHASE 2

WITHIN THE NW 1/4 OF SECTION 23, T. 36 5, R. 11 W, SLB&M
CEDAR CITY, IRON COUNTY, UTAH

cricara m
G TR Py
IRON COUNTY RICORDIR aare; Mar 14, 2022
P
8"_5 - o ] 00K PAGE
| P '/l,/ a7 ] " ENTRY NO.: FEE
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CEDAR CITY COUNCIL
AGENDA ITEMS - I

DECISION PAPER
TO: Mayor and City Council
FROM: Tyler Romeril
DATE: April 1, 2022
SUBJECT: Trailside Townhomes PUD Phase 2 - Final Plat Approval.
DISCUSSION:

The Trailside Townhomes PUD Phase 2 development is located in the vicinity of 25 East 1000
South. The Planning Commission gave this project a positive recommendation to move forward
to the City Council for final plat approval. Since that date, the City has received the title report,
CC&R’s, and all fees have been paid. Per UCA 10-9a-604.5, the Developer is requesting final
plat approval subject to the City receiving the bond. The Developer is aware that the final plat
will not be recorded until the bond and bond agreement are in place.

Please consider approval of the final plat for the Trailside Townhomes PUD Phase 2.
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FINAL PLAT OF

TRAILSIDE TOWNHOMES P.U.D. PHASE 2
WITHIN THE NW 1/4 OF SECTION 23, T. 36 5., R. 11 W., SLB&M
CEDAR CITY, IRON COUNTY, UTAH
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LNSTING PRIVATE STORM DRAIN EASEMENT

A 160,00 FOOT WIDH STORM DRAIN EASTRMINT, 5.00 FFET TACH $0F OF THE
FOULOWING DESCRIBED CINTERLINE

COMMENCING AT THI NORTH CIUARTER CORNER OF SECTION 33,
TOWNSHIP 36 SOUTH, RANGE 11 WEST, SLIBM, THENCE $A9'
AL000 THE $2cTON LINE, 44978 FEEY, THENCE S00°05 JA°F 739,14 FEET,
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CEDAR CITY
COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM |9
STAFF INFORMATION SHEET
TO: Mayor and Council
FROM: Donald Boudreau

DATE: March 16, 2022

SUBJECT: Consideration of a Vicinity Plan for the Sugar Plum Subdivision located at
approximately 3900 West and 800 North

Discussion

The subject subdivision vicinity plan has been recommended for approval by the Cedar
City Planning Commission. A copy of the Planning Commission’s minutes is attached.
Also attached is a copy of the subdivision’s vicinity plan. As required in the City’s
subdivision ordinance once the Planning Commission recommends a subdivision vicinity
plan for approval, the plan shall then be presented to City Council for your review and
approval, or approval subject to alterations, or disapproval.

General Information

Developer- Plum Creek

Subd. General Location- 3900 West and 800 North

Area Land Use Zone- Medium Density/ R2-2

Number of Lots- 67 Twin Home Lots



1. Subd. — Vicinity 3900 W. & 800 N. Plum
Creek/Platt & Platt
(Recommendation) Sugar Plum Subdivision

Bob: No zone change will be necessary. It’s R-2-2. This is at 3900 W. and 800 N.
near Monte Vista subdivision in the county. This is a proposed subdivision. It’s been
reviewed by engineering. Mary: So, there are no changes to anything? Bob:
Correct. Craig: You’ll have 2 accesses on 3900, and one on the bottom of 3700 W.
Bob: Yes. Adam: Why does it jump from lot 61 to lot 252? Bob: Maybe that’s a
mistake. I will find out tomorrow. Jill: How many lots are there? Bob: There’s
about 60. Jill: Each with 2 units? Bob: Yes. It’s conforming to the zoning and I
don’t know how that numbering happened. Mary: Those are twin homes? Bob: Yes.

Jennie motions for positive recommendation; Ray seconds; all in favor for
unanimous vote.
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